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Period for Reply^^ ° ATE communication a PP ears °" the cover sheet with the correspondence address - — 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " 

' ^r n qix n /m° mSJtmI^ * ^ h ailab, e und f r the Pulsions of 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

!f un n!r°H f° r reP l y SPGCifie ? a , b T iS ' eSS than thirty (30) days ' 3 re P ly within the statutor V minimum ° f thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

I theS Iffi^^^ Wi " 3PP,y H and WNI 6Xpire S ' X (6) ™ S from the ™^ dat e :f d tnirco y mmunication. 

rauure o repiy wiinin tne set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C S 133^ 

• rsa sssESftssr af,er the mai,ing date of ,his — * xxs&nsz i n ; 33) - 

Status 

1)[X] Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 08 April 2003 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D 11 453 O G 213 

Disposition of Claims ' 

4) [g] C!aim(s) 1-9 and 18-25 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) 18-25 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 



6) |El Claim(s) 1^9 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d)or (f). 

aO All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staqe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) 3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) 

2) I] Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 6) 



Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 



Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 
Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Newly submitted claims 18-25 are directed to an invention that is independent or 
distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: claims 18-20 are 
directed to the apparatus of a statorwith winding height and claims 21-25 are directed 
to the apparatus of a statorwith a voltage breakdown. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 18-25 are withdrawn from consideration 
as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 
821.03. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: it seems to the 
examiner that claim 19 depends on claim 18 instead of claim 8 because there is no 
collar claimed in claim 8. Claim 19 is treated as it depends on claim 18. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 8 recites the limitation "said edge projection" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 

oT3tGS. 

8. Claims 1 , 2, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Viskochil. 

Regarding claim 1, Viskochil show an encapsulated stator assembly, comprising: 

- A plurality of like limitations (46) stacked in registration with one another, each 
said lamination contacting at least one adjacent lamination, but said 
limitations not integrally connected in any way to any other lamination; 

- A single covering layer partially enclosing and maintaining in registration said 
plurality of like limitations; and 

- At least one standoff post (81 ) extending from said layer, wherein said at least 
one standoff post includes a deflectable head receivable in an appropriate 
receptacle (85). 
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Regarding claim 2, it is noted that Viskochil also shows each said lamination 
comprising a stamping, said stamping having an inner diameter with two alignment 
features (82), and a plurality of teeth extending radially outwardly from said stamping. 

Regarding claim 5, it is noted that Viskochil also shows all of the limitations of the 
claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 1 . Claims 3, 4, 6, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Viskochil in view of Nagasaki et al. 
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Regarding claim 3, Viskochil shows all of the limitations of the claimed invention 
except for said layer comprising at least one collar axially extending therefrom and 
prodigally aligned with said inner diameter. 

Nagasaki et al. show a layer comprising at least one collar (10, Figure 7) axially 
extending therefrom and prodigally aligned with said inner diameter for the purpose of 
retaining the winding in place. 

Since Viskochil and Nagasaki et al. are all from the same field of endeavor; the 
purpose disclosed by one inventor would have been recognized in the pertinent art of 
the others. 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to include a collar as taught by Nagasaki et al. for the 
purpose discussed above. 

Regarding claim 4, it is noted that Nagasaki et al. also show all of the limitations 
of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 6, it is noted that Nagasaki et al. also show all of the limitations 
of the claimed invention in Figure 5. 

Regarding claim 8, it is noted that Nagasaki et al. also show all of the limitations 
of the claimed invention in Figure 5. 

12. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Viskochil in view of Nagasaki et al. as respectively applied to claims 6 and 8 above, and 

further in vi#=>w nf c:, 1711H ^ oi 



Oil 
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Regarding claims 7 and 9, the motor of Viskochil modified by Nagasaki et al. 
shows all of the limitations of the claimed invention except for the teeth being flush with 
the wall (i.e. the surface of the lamination being exposed). 

Suzuki et al. show the teeth being flush with the wall for purpose of reducing air 
gap distance. 

Since Viskochil, Nagasaki et al., and Suzuki et al. are all from the same field of 
endeavor; the purpose disclosed by one inventor would have been recognized in the 
pertinent art of the others. 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to have the teeth be flush with the wall as taught by 
Suzuki et al. for the purpose discussed above. 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 

shnr+pnprl Qtatuto n/ r\ar\r\sA \«#ill ^x^«:«.^ xi -i _ i <■ . . 

j K ^ 11WU V¥m CAH , IC Ull lllfc! u<dii} ine aaV | SOry actl0n is ma j| ec | ) anc j any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Information on How to Contact USPTO 
14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dang D Le whose telephone number is (703) 305-0156. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (703) 308-1371. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-9318 for regular communications and (703) 872-9319 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
1782. 



June 9, 2003 




dang le 
primary examiner 



